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                    Plaintiff - Appellant,

   v.
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                    Defendant - Appellee.

No. 07-56054

D.C. No. CV-07-02842-ODW

MEMORANDUM  
*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the Central District of California

Otis D. Wright, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted April 13, 2009**  

Before: GRABER, GOULD, and BEA, Circuit Judges.  

Thornell L. Brown, a California state prisoner, appeals pro se from the

district court’s judgment dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging denial of
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access to the courts.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review de

novo a district court’s dismissal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A.  Resnick v. Hayes, 213

F.3d 443, 447 (9th Cir. 2000).  We affirm.

 The district court properly dismissed the action because Brown failed to

allege sufficient facts to show that he suffered an actual injury as a result of

defendant’s conduct.  See Lewis v. Casey, 518 U.S. 343, 348-49 (1996) (explaining

that “actual injury” is “actual prejudice with respect to contemplated or existing

litigation, such as the inability to meet a filing deadline or to present a claim”)

(citation and internal quotation marks omitted).

AFFIRMED. 


